This study aims to analyze Risk Profile, Good Corporate Governance, Earning, and Capital (RGEC), Sustainability Reporting (SR) and financial performance (ROE and TQ) of the listed banks in the IDX. This research implements correlation and regression analysis. Base on data samples of 12 banks in 2013-2017, the results of this study show that GCG and RGEC positively correlated to performance (ROE and TQ), but there is no correlation between SR and performance. The regression analysis shows that risk profile (LDR), GCG, and Earning / rentability (ROA) are statistically significant influence ROE but only NPL and GCG that influence TQ while SR is not significant, both to ROE and TQ. These findings support the arguments that the better the RGEC, the higher the financial performance. Subject to data limitation of SR, this study could not give empirical evidence that the better the SR, the higher the firm performance.
Introduction
The RGEC are four indicators in the healthy of commercial bank base on risk approach as in Bank Indonesia Regulation (PBI) Number 13/1/PBI/2011 issued by Bank Indonesia (the Central Bank of Republic Indonesia). Bank health must be maintained and improved so that public trust in the Bank can be maintained. Also, the Bank's Soundness used as a means of evaluating the conditions and problems faced by the Bank and determining follow-up to overcome the Bank's weaknesses or challenges, either in the form of Bank corrective action or supervisory action by Bank Indonesia. Then, maintaining the RGEC will keep public trust and improve performance. Base on the PBI, Banks are needed to conduct assessments by themselves (self-assessment) base on the Bank Soundness Levels. The self-assessment of the Bank's Health Level is carried out at least every semester for the positions at the end of June and December. The average of RGEC in FGIC2019 highest number to 5 for the highest number. The average RGEC fluctuate from 3.8 to 4.8. This data will attract questions whether the more elevated the RGEC, the higher the performance. This number also raises the question of whether the higher the SR, the higher the performance.
Some studies in banking industry and financial institutions support the argument that the more efficient risk management system, the higher the performance (Wanjohi, 2017 
Literature Review

Global Reporting Initiative (GRI)
The GRI Standards are designed to enhance the worldwide comparability and quality of information on these impacts, thereby enabling greater transparency and accountability of organizations. These Standards are intended to be used by organizations to report about their effects on the economy, the environment, and society.
The GRI Standards consists of two main parts; they are universal standards and topicspecific standards. The global standards include GRI 101 (Foundation), GRI 102 (General Disclosure) and GRI 103 (Management Approach). The topic-specific rules consist of GRI 200 (Economic topics), GRI 300 (Environmental issues) and GRI 400 (Social issues).
RGEC
The definition of risk is anything that can create hindrances in the way of achievement of specific objectives. The risk base on a particular situation could be either internal 
Risk and Financial Performance studies in Banking
Studies in risk and financial performance varied in term of proxies and results (Singh, in their study. Marozva (2015) found that the relationship between net interest margin and funding liquidity risk is negative. Tabari et al. (2013) found that the improvement of the performance of banks was caused by the bank's variables of micro and macro, while the weakening of the performance of the banks created by credit risk and liquidity risk. Base on the literature reviews, the first hypothesis of this study is the lower the bank's risk, the higher the financial performance.
SR and Financial Performance Studies in Bankings
Most studies in SR adopt SR base on GRI guidelines and use of content analysis and coded to obtain the sustainability disclosure index (Uwuigbe, 2018; Kishore and Tobin's Q and ROE are the dependent variables in this study.
Independent variables
The independent variables consist of RGEC and SR as follows.
RGEC
The 
SR Index
SR is the average of the three dimensions of SR index, comprised of economic, environmental, and social. The index developed base on GRI guidelines and the use of content analysis and coded to obtain the sustainability disclosure index. SR each aspect computed using the following formula:
Where: 
Where:
Regression Model
Two regression models, model (5) and (6) are implemented to test the two hypotheses.
The first hypothesis, the lower the bank's risk, the higher the financial performance will be supported if the regression coefficient of X 2 , X 3 , X 4 , X 5 , and X 6 are statistically significant. The second hypothesis of this study, the better the SR index, the higher the financial performance will be supported if the regression coefficient of X 1 is statistically significant. The two models are as follows.
Where: Table 2 shows the descriptive statistic. The total number of observation is 51. Subject to data limitation, in the regression models, the SR is not divided into three dimensions, Table 3 describes the correlation between RGEC, SR, TQ, and ROE. The GCG and RGEC are positively significance to both financial performance, ROE, and TQ. This number suggests that the better the GCG and RGEC, the higher the business performance.
SR variable not correlated with business performance. The possible explanations are the data limitation and the voluntary of SR. 
Regression Analysis
The regression results are as in table 4. The F value of both models (model 5 and 6) are statistically significant at α1%. The R square and Adjust. R 2 of model 5 is higher than model 6. This result suggests that the model with the dependent variable book value is better than market value.
Three independent variables of RGEC are significant in model 5, but unfortunately SR variable is not statistically significant. The LDR variable is statistically significant at α10%
with the t value -1.882. The negative sign of the coefficient (-0.049) suggests that the lower the LDR, the higher the ROE. The decreasing number of LDR will increase ROE.
FGIC2019
The GCG variable is statistically significant at α1% with the t value 3.115. The positive sign of the coefficient (0.065) suggests that the better the GCG mechanism implementation, the higher the ROE. The ROA variable is statistically significant at α1% with the t value 5.136. The positive sign of the coefficient (0.052) suggests that the higher the ROA as the one indicators of RGEC, the higher the ROE. Note: *** significant at α1%, ** significant at α5% * significant at α10%
Two independent variables are significant in model 6, but as in model 5, SR is not statistically significant. The NPL variable is statistically significant at α 5% with the t value -2.608. The negative sign of the coefficient (-2.608) suggests that the lower the LDR, the higher the TQ, then to increase the TQ, the banks should decrease the NPL. The GCG variable is statistically significant at α1% with the t value 3.720. The positive sign of the coefficient (0.449) suggests that the better the GCG mechanism implementation, the higher the TQ. This model suggests that the TQ will increase in the NPL is decrease, and the GCG is increasing.
The GCG variable is consistently statistically significant at α1% in both models, ROE as a proxy of book value and TQ as a proxy of market value. The positive sign of the coefficients suggests that the financial performance in term of book value and market value will increase if the GCG implementation increase.
Some variables of RGEC as indicators of risk base rating are statistically significant in both models (model 7 and 8). These suggest that RGEC influence financial performance.
The result of this study support the argument that the more efficient of risk management system, the higher the performance as in Wanjohi (2017) 
Conclusion and Implications
The The correlation results show that GCG and RGEC positively correlated with performance (ROE and TQ). This correlation suggests that the better the GCG implementation and the higher the RGEC score will improve the financial performance. This study also
shows that there is no correlation between SR and performance.
The regression analysis shows that risk profile (LDR), GCG, and Earning / rentability (ROA) are statistically significant influence ROE but only risk profile (NPL) and GCG that influence TQ while SR is not significant, both to ROE and TQ. These suggest that the better the RGEC will increase the financial performance, and to increase the business performance, the banks should improve the rank of RGEC. Subject to data limitation of SR, this study could not give empirical evidence that the better the SR, the higher the firm performance.
Further study may employ more data sample. In the future, when SR is mandatory, there will be more data to be analyzed, so that the indicator of SR may employ the three dimension of SR disclosure index (the economic aspect, the environment dimension, and the social dimension. Subject to data limitation, this study only implements SR as the average of those three variables.
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